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REMARKS 

Claims 1-26 are currently pending in the application. In the Office Action 
Summary dated September 24, 2004, claims 1-26 were rejected by the Examiner, 
however, no reasons for the rejection were provided in the Examiner's Detailed Action. 
Accordingly, should the Examiner maintain the rejection of claims 1-26 in a subsequent 
Office Action, such an Office Action should be considered Non-Final. With this 
response, as suggested by the Examiner, Applicants have amended the Abstract, 
Specification, and claim 1 to correct informalities, and withdrawal of the rejection of 
claims 1-26 is respectfully requested. 

In the Examiner's Detailed Actions, claims 1 and 16 were objected to due to 
various informalities. As stated above, in accordance with the suggestions made by the 
Examiner in the Office Action, the Abstract, Specification, and claim 1 have been 
amended, and are now believed to be in condition for allowance. It should be noted 
that the amendments provided with this response do not limit the scope of the present 
invention, but merely rectify clerical errors or oversight and correct informalities. No 
new matter has been added. 

Reconsideration of the application in light of the following remarks is respectfully 
requested. 

L OBJECTION TO ABSTRACT OF THE DISCLOSURE 

The Abstract of the Disclosure was objected to for containing legal phraseology. 
A replacement paragraph for the Abstract has been provided. It should be noted that 
the amendments made to the Abstract do not limit the scope of the present invention, 
but merely comply with the suggestions made by the Examiner to remove the legal 
phrase "comprise" and to correct a clerical error of the omission of the word "wherein". 

The Abstract is now believed to be in condition for allowance, and withdrawal of 
the objection is respectfully requested. 



Serial No. 10/683,679 
Page 13 

IL DRAWINGS 

The Drawings appear to have been objected to because there was no 
description of layer 420 in Fig. 1 3, and also because contact hole 418 was not 
illustrated in Fig. 13. Applicants have submitted replacement paragraphs beginning at 
page 23, line 26 and page 24, line 14, wherein "contact hole 418" has been corrected to 
read "contact hole 420". Therefore, the drawings and specification are now believed to 
be in condition for allowance, and withdrawal of the objection is respectfully requested. 

m, SPECIFICATION 

The Specification appears to have been objected to for several discrepancies. A 
replacement paragraph has been provided with this response for the paragraph 
beginning on page 17, line 1 1 . As suggested by the Office Action, "the second 
electrically conductive layer 145" has been corrected to read, "the second electrically 
conductive layer 165". Furthermore, as again suggested by the Office Action, "Fig. 11" 
has been corrected to read, "Fig. 4". Accordingly, the specification is now believed to 
be in condition for allowance and withdrawal of the objection is respectfully requested. 

jy, OBJECTION TO CLAIMS 1 AND 16 

In the Examiner's Detailed Action, claim 1 was objected to for reading, "an 
electrostatic force associated with the poles". In accordance with the suggestion made 
by the Examiner, claim 1 has been amended to read, "an electrostatic force associated 
with the plurality of poles". Therefore, claim 1 is now believed to be in condition for 
allowance, and withdrawal of the objection is respectfully requested. 

Claim 16 was objected to for reading, "wherein each of the plurality of micro- 
electromechanical structures have a surface roughness of approximately 10 Angstroms 
or less", based on lack of support in the Specification. Since the claims are a part of 
the disclosure, the paragraph beginning on page 24, line 14 has been amended to 
incorporate the subject matter disclosed in the claims, wherein no new matter has been 
added. Accordingly, claim 16 now finds support in the specification, and is believed to 
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be in condition for allowance. Therefore, withdrawal of the objection to claim 16 is 
respectfully requested. 

Furthermore, it should be noted that the amendments made to claim 1 and the 
specification do not limit the scope of the present invention, but simply correct 
informalities, as suggested by the Examiner. Claims 1-26 are therefore believed to be 
in condition for allowance, and withdrawal of the objections made in the Examiner's 
Detailed Actions and rejection of claims 1-26 made in the Office Action Summary is 
respectfully requested. 

y. CONCLUSION 

For at least the above reasons, the claims currently under consideration are 
believed to be in condition for allowance. 

Should the Examiner feel that a telephone interview would be helpful to facilitate 
favorable prosecution of the above-identified application, the Examiner is invited to 
contact the undersigned at the telephone number provided below. 

Should any fees be due as a result of the filing of this response, the 
Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge the Deposit Account Number 50-1733, 
EATNP150US. 



Respectfully submitted, 
ESCHWEILER & ASSOCIATES. LLC 




Thomas G. Eschweiler 
Reg. No. 36,981 



National City Bank Building 
629 Euclid Avenue, Suite 1210 
Cleveland, Ohio 44114 
(216) 502-0600 
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